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International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1. Claims 1-49 are allowed. 

2. . The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
Regarding claim 1: 

The closest prior art of record, Faucett (US 2002/0089906) does not disclose 
wherein the SUM signal data represents a summation of values from a plurality of focus 
sensors, and is different than a focus error signal (FES) representing a difference 
between a sum of the value from a first subset of the focus sensors and a sum of the 
values from a second subset of the focus sensors. Not only does Faucett not explicitly 
state this, but the Examiner has determined based upon the state of the prior art that 
Applicant is correct in their argument filed July 26 th , 2006, that Faucett most likely relies 
upon a focus error or tracking error signal. 

Claim 1 was also rejected over Hajjar et al. (US 5,742,573) in the previous Office 
Action, but Hajjar stores values from a position sensor, not a summation of values from 
a plurality of focus sensors. 

Alternatively, Yanagi et al. (US 5,142,520) discloses: 

a SUM table within which to record SUM signal data, the SUM signal data 
representing a summation of values from a plurality of focus sensors, and is different 
than a focus error signal (FES) representing a difference between a sum of the values 
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from a first subset of the focus sensors and a sum of the values from a second subset 
of the focus sensors (column 8, lines 15-25); 

an error term generator to process the SUM signal data from the SUM table to 
produce an error term (column 1 1 , line 65 to column 12, line 5); and 

an actuator control signal generator to generate an actuator control signal 
(column 11, line 65 to column 12, line 5: the focus offset value is an actuator control 
signal value). 

However, Yanagi does not disclose "wherein the actuator control signal is a 
function of a prior actuator position, the error term and an adaptation coefficient, 
wherein the adaptation coefficient is configured to regulate a rate at which the error term 
is allowed to modify the prior actuator position." Yanagi instead calculates one focus 
offset value which is constant and used for the entire disc. 

Although between them Yanagi and Faucett or Hajjar contain all elements of the 
claim, there is no motivation to combine the references: Faucett's invention is a 
repeatable runout compensator that could not work effectively with the procedure of 
Yanagi (which requires repeated tests at each sector with different offsets); Hajjar and 
Yanagi are not very similar and it would require significant changes to combine their 

* 

teachings with no motivation provided by either reference. 

Thus the combination of elements claimed renders it allowable over the prior art 
of record. 

Regarding claims 16, 29, and 39: 
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These independent claims are similar to claim 1 and allowable for the same 
reasons. 

Regarding claims 1-15, 17-28, 30-38, and 40-49: 

These claims are allowable due to their dependence on an allowed claim. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher R. Lamb whose telephone number is (572) 
272-5264. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM to 6:00 PM Monday to 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Korzuch can be reached on (571) 272-7589. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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